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simply to review the actual state of affairs prevailing at present in 


if do not propose to make a long speech this afternoon. Î propose 
my country. 


r 


I have heard with patience, attention and respect the statements | 
made by the representative of Pakistan and other members of the Security 
Council, as well as the statements made on various occasions by the mems, 
bers of my own delegation. The Security Council will concede that J 
am probably the one man most concerned in his dispute because I happen 
to come from that land which has become the bone of contention between 
the sister Dominions of India and Pakistan, 


1 have been quoted profusely on either side, and rightly so, because ` 
l have had the fortune—or, should I say misfortune—of leading myi 
countrymen to freedom from 1931 onwards. In this task, I have suffered, _ 
a great deal. I have been imprisoned not once or twice, but seven times; = 
and the last. imprisonment carried with it an aggregate sentence. of nine: 
years, 





THE REAL ISSUE 





There ate many troubles in Kashmir. I have listened patiently 
tothe: debate in the Security Council, but I feel that I am rather confused, 
After all, what is the point in dispute? The point in dispute is not that 
the sovereignty of the Prince is in question, as the . representative’-of > 
Pakistan stated yesterday. After all, I have suffered the punishment of 
being semtenced to nine years’ imprisonment for saying what the tepre- : 
sentative of Pakistan said with regard to the Treaty of Kashmir of ı846: 
1 am glad that he said it in the Security Council, where he is immune - 
from any punishment, Therefore, I am not disputing that point, and : 
that is not the subject of the dispute before the Security Council. 


"The Subject of the dispute before the Secutity Council is not thera “a 


mal-administration of the Princely State of Kashmir, In order to set. 
right that mal-administration, I think I have suffered the most and today,’ 





*Text of the speech delivered by Sheikh Mohammed Abdullah, Head of ; 
Administration, (now Prime Minister) Jammu and Kashmir State, at the `, 
241S¢ meeting of the Security Council held at Lake Success on February 5, 1948, a 
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H . . . J 
when, for the first time, I heard the representative of Pakistan supporting 
my case, it gave me great pleasure. 


After all, what is the dispute between India and Pakistan? From 
what J have learned from the complaint brought before the Security 
Council by my own delegation, the dispute revolves around the fact 
that Kashmir acceded legally and constitutionally to the Dominion of 
India. There was some trouble about the democratization of she Kashmir 
administration within the state, and the tribesmen from across the border 
have poured into my country. They have been helped and are being 
helped by the Pakistan Government with the result that there is the 
possibility of a greater conflagration between India and Pakistan, India 


sought the help of the Security Council so that Pakistan might be.re-_ 
guested to desist from ‘helping the tribesmen, and to desist from support- 


ing the inside revolt, should I say, against the.Jawful authority, 
PAKISTAN’S DENIAL TE 


I should have understood the position of the representative Ja 
Pakistan if he had come boldly before the Security Council and main- 
tained: “Yes, we do support the tribesmen; we do support the rebels 
inside thę:State because we feel that Kashmir belongs to Pakistan and 
not tò India, and because we feel that the accession of Kashmir to India 
was fraudulent.” Then we might have discussed the validity of the 
accession of the State of Kashmir to India. But that was not the posi- 
tion taken by the representative of Pakistan. He completely denied 
that any support was being given by the Government of Pakistan to 
either the tribesmen or those. who are in revolt within the State against 
the constituted authority. 


How am I to convince the Security Council that the denial’ is 


absolutely untrue? I am sitting before the Security Council at a. distance 
Of thousands of miles from my country, I have fought many battles, 
along with my own men, on the borders of Jammu and Kashmir. I have | 


seen with my own eyes the support” given by the Pakistan Government, not 


only in ‘supplying bases, but in providing arms, ammunition, direction and - 


control of the tribesmen; and I have even seen the Pakisran Army fotces 
from atross the-botder, s : 


The denial has come so “flatly ‘that it Teone very. difficult for me 
tU<disprove it here before. the Security Council, unless. the Security Coun- 
cil’ accedes to our request to send a Commission to the spot and to first 


find out: whether the allegations brought before the: Security Council with: 


tegard to the aid given by the Government of Pakistan are correct or 
incortecê.` If ‘they 'are`*“incorrect, the case’ falls; if they. *arë) correct, then 


thé” ‘Security: ‘€ouncil should take the fecessary steps- to ‘advise ‘the’ Gov- 


erfiment*of Pakistar to desist from such support, - 





"> l LEAGUE’ S- ANTI-DEMOCRATIC STAND 


-.... But then, this simple issue has been con‘used. On the one hand, 
akiscin. Government. says: "We are not a party: to the trouble within 
the. Sidre:. Thé- trouble. within the State exists because -rhe people are 
fighting inst the mal-administration of the J>-amu and ‘Kashmir Gov- 
ernment,” Yes, we are .-fighting. .We have bien fighting against the 
mal-ddministration Of that Sete since 1931; we havê been demanding 
dentocrarizàtion of the Government there. But how is it that today 
Pakistan thas become the champion of our liberty? I know very well 
that in 1946, when I raised the cry of “Quit Kashmir”, the leader ‘of the 
Pakistinn Government, who is the Governor-General now, Mr.* Moharn- 
mad Ali Jinnah, opposed my movement, declaring that this movement 
was a movement of a few renegades and that Muslims as such had 
nothing to do with the movement. 








The Muslim Conférence, which has been talked about so much, 
opposed my movement and declared its loyalty to the Prince. The re- 
presentative of Pakistan now says rhat Sheikh Abdullah, once the sup- 
porter of “Quir Kashmir”, has joined hands with the -Maharajah of 
Kas':mir, and thar in one of my public speeches I declared that I wanted 
the*Maharajah to be the -ruler of both Jammu and - Kashmir—nor the 
Ruder -of -Jammu only. - - TAN 
s- My ‘speech has- been misquoted and I should like to ‘correct it. 

T did ‘deliver that speech in Jammu, which is the winter Capital of the 
State, but it was in a different context. As the members of- the Security 
Council have already heard from the head of my: delegation, some mas- 
sacres. did. occur in the Jammu Province.. After the Kashmir Province 
was raided by the tribesmen, and after thousands of Hindus and Sikhs 
were uprooted from the villages and towns in the Kashmir Province and 
found théir way into the Jammu Province, there was some. very bad 
tetaliation. I could not go to Jammu. Province to control that situation, 
because I was busy with the raiders in Kashmir Province. However, as 
soon as I had some time, I flew down to Jammu Province, addressed a 
gathering of .60,000 Hindus and Sikhs in slam City, dûd gaver them 
sọmė piin advice. ` Si 


a I toldythem.-clearly that this policy of Retaliation would bring. no 
good to:them zs. Hindus-and Sikhs and would bring no good to “their 
leader, because while they could’ retaliate in one*or two ‘districts where 
they formed the Majority, and could even wipe out the Muslim popula- 
tiðn -in ‘these “One. or. two districts, the: State happens to have a population 
which is 80 per cent Muslim, and it would ‘be. inpossible forithém 
to wipe out the entire Muslim population.. The result . would „be that 
‘he Prince, -whom “they. ` wanted tO support, “would. remain the Prince of 
“only: “two “distcitts, and not of hie entire State’ “of Jammu “and Kashmir, 
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I told them that, if they wanted him to be Prince of Jammu and Kashmir, 
they would have to change their behaviour. 


That was the speech I delivered, and that was the context in which 
it was made. However, I have already stated how this trouble started, 
fr is probable that the represeftative of Pakistan would admit thar, when 
India was divided into two parts, my colleagues and l were all behind 
ptison bars. The result of this division of India was to start massacres 
on either side, . Where Muslims in West Punjab formed the majority, 
the killing of Hindus and Sikhs started, and this was retaliated in East 
Punjab, All along our border, massacres of Hindus and Sikhs, on the 
one hand, and Muslims, on the other hand, were a daily occurence, But 
the State of. Jammu and Kashmir, and its people, kept calm, The result 
was that thousands of refugees, both Muslims and Hindus, sough: refuge 
in our State and we rendered every possible help to all of them, 


NO “TWO NATIONS” 


E Why was that so? It was because my organization and I never 
believed in the formula that Muslims and Hindus form separate nations, 
We did not believe in the Two-nation theory, nor in communal hatred 
or-communalism itself. We believed ` that religion had no place in 
politics. . Therefore, when we launched our movement: of “Quit Kashmir” 
it was not only Muslims who suffered, but our Hindu and Sikh comrades 
as wel], That created a strong bond of unity between all the communi- 
ties, and the result. was. that while Hindus, Sikhs and Muslims were 
fighting each other all along the border, the people of Jammu and 


« Kashmir State, Muslims, Hindus and Sikhs alike, remained calm. 


y The situation was worsening day by day and the minority in our 
State was feeling very nervous. As a result, tremendous pressure was 
brought to bear upon the State administration to release me and my 
colleagues. The situation outside demanded the release of workers of 


the oat Conference, along with its leader, and we were accordingly 
set free. 


Û Immediately following our liberation from the prison, we were 
faced with the important question of whether Kashmir. should accede to 
Pakistan, accede to India, or remain independent, because under the par- 
«titionschéme: these’ three choices were Open to us as, indeed, they were 
‘open to every Indian-state. The problem was a very difficult one, but I ad- 
vised the people of my country that although the question was very im- 
‘portant to’ us ir was of secondary Consideration. The all important matter 
for vis was our own liberation from the autocratic rule of the Prince, for 
“which” we were fighting and had’ been fighting for the past 17 years. 


i We had -not achieved that 


a A goal, and therefore I told 
Ahat-we must do so: first. Then, a upone 


S free men, we should haye to decide 
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touch both Pakistan and India, and there are advantages and disadvantages 


for the people of Kashmir attached to each of the three alternatives to 
which I have referred. 


“FREEDOM BEFORE ACCESSION” 


Naturally, as I have indicated, we could not decide this all. 
important issue before achieving our own liberation, and oug slogan 
became “Freedom before Accession”. Some friends from Pakistan met 
me in Srinagar. I had a heart-to-heart discussion with them and ex- 
plained my point of view. I told them in plain words that, whatever 
bed been the attitude of Pakistan towards our freedom movement in the. 
past, it would not influence us in our judgment. Neither the friendship 
of Pandit Jawaharlal Nebru and of Congress nor: their support of our 
freedom movement would have any influence upon our decision if we felt 
that the interests of four million Kashmiris lay in our accession to Pakistan. 


where our interests lay. Being a frontier State, Jammu and Kashmir borders 





I requested them not to precipitate this decision upon us, but to 
allow us time, supporting our freedom movement, I added that 
once we were free they should allow us an interval to consider the 
question of accession. I pointed out rhat India had accepted this point of 
view and was not forcing us to decide. We had, in fact, entered into 
a standstill agreement with both Pakistan and India, but the leader of 


the Indian delegation has already explained to the Security Council what 
Pokistan did to us, 


While, I was engaged in these conversations and negotiations with 
friends from Pakistan, I sent one of my colleagues to Lahore, where he 
met the Prime Minister of Pakistan, Mr. Liaquat Ali Khan, and other 
high dignitaries of the West Punjab Government, He placed the same 
point of view before them and requested that they should allow us time 
to consider this vital question, first helping us to achieve our liberation 
instead of forcing us to declare our decision one way or the other. Then, 
one fine morning while these negotiations were proceeding, I received 
news that a full-fledged attack had been launched by the raiders on 
Muzaffarabad, a frontier town in the Kashmir Province. 


The representative of Pakistan has stated that immediately upon 
my release I went down to Delhi to negotiate the accession of- Kashmir 
to India. That is not a fact. He probably does not know that while 


‘in goal I was elected President of the All-India States People’s Confer- 


ence, end that immediately upon my release I had to take up my duties. 
Accordingly, I had called a meeting of the executive of that Conference 
in Delhi, a fact which 1 had conveyed to the Prime Minister of Pakistan. 


Indeed, I had told the Prime Minister of Pakistan that immediately. upon 


my return from Delhi I should take the opportunity. of meeting him 
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personally“ tö: discuss my ‘point of view with him. I did ‘not go to Delhi 
to’@onclutté’ any agreement’ on behalf of Kashmir because, although re- 
Jëased T was -still considered -a rebel. ` : n 


ssc; HOW.WE TOOK POWER 


>. I might inform, the representative of Pakistan that although I am 
beyond ‘doubt ‘the head of the administration of Kashmir State, I am not 
the “Pritie ‘Minister. I am head of the emergency administration, and 
that snot’ because the Maharajah of Kashmir wished it. In fact, I do not 
iow swhether ‘the’ Maharajah wishes it even now. I hold: the position 
the peoplé of my country wish me to be at the helm of affairs 








now 
ij- Jammu And Kashmir State. 
AWA DIMA Û A S is > 


When , the raiders ‘came to our land, massacred thousands of 
people—mostly Hindús“ and Sikhs, but Muslims too—abducted thou- 
sands of girls, Hindus, Sikhs and Muslims alike, looted our property and 
almost reached the gates of our summer Capital, Srinagar, the result was 
that the éivil;! military and police administrations failed. 


. The Maharajah, in the dead of night, left the Capital along with 
his courtiers, and the result‘ was absolute panic. There was no one to 
take pver control. In that hour of crisis, the National Conference came 
'forward. with its 10,090: ,. volunteers and took over the administra- 
tion of -the country. „They started guarding: the banks, offices and 
houses of every person in the Capital. This is the manner in which’ the 
administration changed hands, We were de facto in charge of the ad- 
ministgation, ‘The Maharajah, later on, gave it a legal form. 
ir. “ My "COUNTRY FIRST” 

~~ Te is said that Sheikh Abdullah`îs a friend of Pandit Jawaharlal 
Nehru. Yes, I admit that. I feel hotfoured that such a great man claims 
me as*his friend. And, he happens to belong to my ‘own country; he is 
also a Kashmiri. Blood ‘is thicker than water. If Jawaharlal gives me 
that “honour, I cannot help it. He is my friend. ; 

` "gût that does not mean that because of his friendship I am going 
to betray the millions of my people who have suffered along with me 
for the last seventeen years and sacrifice the interests of my country. I 
am not, a` man ‘of that calibre, . 5 ; 


siis Twas explaining: bow'the dispute arose—how. Pakistan wanted to 
fotce this" position of slavery upon: us. Pakistani had no interest in our 
liberacion or elsé ic would not have~opposed‘our freedom movement. 
Pakistan would have supported us when thousands of my countrymen 
were” behind: bars “and: hundreds ` were: shot to death. The Pakistani 
Jeaderg and Pakistani’ papers’ were heaping abuse ‘upon the people of 
Kasbmirc who were suffering these tortures; ` et sr wt 
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“+11 Then suddenly, -Pakistan comes before the bar: of the- world a$ 
the. champion of the liberty of the people of Jammu and: Kashmir.” The" 
world may believe this, but it is very difficult for me to believe. ù 


nanna kc TREACHEROUS AGGRESSION . 


7 When-we refused the coercive tactics of Pakistan, sit started full- 
' aggression and encouraged the tribesmen ‘in this“activity. It is” 
i ible for the tribesmen to enter our territory without 


tı! 







gh Pakistan territory to reach Jammu and Kashmir. Hundreds of 
tucks, thousands-of gallons of petrol, thousands ‘Of rifles, ammunition, 
end all forms of help that an army requires, were supplied to them. “We 
know’ this. After all, we belong to that country. What: Pakistan’ could 
not achieve by the:use of the economic blockade ir-wanted to achieve! by: 
fu'l-fledged aggression. a kenge s: ra Mû ie 

I-had thought all along that the world had got rid of the Hitlers . 
and Goebbels, but from: what has happened and what is“ happening? ‘in 
my poor country I am convinced they have only transmigrated their” 
souls into Pakistan. j A 

We are being attacked daily. Thousands of ‘armed men “conte: 
across ‘the Pakistan border and raze each and every village of our’ coun- 
try. to the ground. That is what is actually happening. We see it:daily” 
with our own eyes, and yet we ate being told that Pakistan has nothing. 
to do with this—that it is not at all interested, 
J What do we request? We request nothing more than that the 
Security Council-.send.some- members to. this area to.see for themselves 





what ‘is: happening, there. : renee 

If Pakistan comes forward and says: “We question the tégality | 
of the accession,” I am prepared to discuss whether or not the accessioii 
of Jammu and Kashmir to India was legal. However, now they say: 
“We want a plebiscite; we want to obtain’ the free and unfettered opinion 
of the people of Kashmir. There should be no pressure exerted on the 
people and they should make the free choice as to, the State to which 
they wish to accede.” a ; ee 
-.. - This offer was made not only-by the people of. Kashmir to 
Pakistan--long,. long---ago, but the Prime-: Minister of “India at a time. 
when, I think, he had not the slightest need for making st, as Kashmig 
was’ in. distress, made this offer. ; Û : i z 


mS oo AID FROM INDIA: ~ BRÊ 

r ê We ‘realized -that. Pakistan would not: allow us any: time, that we. 
had either: to suffer the fate of cour . kith and kin sof; Muzaffarabad). 
Batamulla, and-see the same happen to. Srinagar and.’ other towns,-and , 
villages, or to seek help from some outside authority: wh tt x 




















-- Under these circumstances, both the Maharajah and the people 
of Kashmir requested the Government of India to accept our accession. 
The Government of India could easily have accepted the accession and 
could have said: “All right, we accept your accession and we shall render 
this help.” There was no necessity for the Prime Minister of India to 
add the proviso, when accepting the accession, that “India does not want 
to take advantage of the difficult situation in Kashmir. We will accept 
this accession because without Kashmir’s acceeding to the Indian Domi- 
nion we are not in a position to render any military help. But once 
the country is free from the raiders, marauders and looters, this accession 
will be subject to ratification by the people.” That was the offer made 
by the Prime Minister of India. 

That was the same offer which was made by the people of 
Kashmir to the Government of Pakistan, but it was refused because at 
that time Pakistan felt that it could, within a week, conquer the entire 
Jammu and Kashmir State and then place the fait accompli before the 
world, just as it happened some time ago in Europe. The same tactics 
were used. 

But, having failed in those tactics, Pakistan now comes before 
the bar of the world, pleading: 


“We want nothing: we only want our people to be given a free 
hand in deciding their own fate. And’ in deciding their own fate, they 
must have a plebiscite.” There is no dispute as to that. After all, this 
very offer, was made by the Prime Minister of India and by the people 
of Kashmir. 

They then continue and say: “No, a plebiscite cannot be fair and 
impartial unless and until there is a neutral administration in the State 
of Jammu and Kashmir.”- I have failed to understand the terminology 
“neutral administration”.- After all, what does “neutral administration” 
mean? a, 


THIS NEUTRALITY MYTH 


_ The representative of Pakistan has stated that Sheikh Abdullah, 
because he is a friend of Jawaharlal Nehru, because he has had sympathy 
for the Indian National Congtess, because he has declared this point of 
view in favour of accession to India, and because he is head of the emer- 
gency administration, cannot remain impartial. Therefore, Sheikh Ab-: 
dullah must depart. 


Let us suppose that Sheikh Abdullah goes. Who Js to replace 
Sheikh Abdullah? It will be someone from amongst the four million 
people of the Jammu and Kashmir State. But can we find anyone 
among these four million people whom we can call impartial? After 
all, we are Erêê Ta we are not dolls. We must have an opinion 
one way or the other. The “people of Kashmi ither j 
Pakistan or in favour of India, . ` page oct in favour pi 
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Therefore, Pakistan's position comes down to this: that the four 
million people of that State should have no hand in running the admi- 
nistration of their own country. Someone else must come in for that 
purpose. Is that fair? Is that just? Do the members of the Security 
Council wish to oust the people of Kashmir from running their own 
administration and their own country? 

Then, for argument’s sake, let us assume that che four million 
people of Jammu and Kashmir State agree to have nothing to do 
with the administration of their country; someone else must be brought 
into the country for this purpose. From where do the members of the 
Security Council propose thar such a neutral individual may be secured? 
From India? No. From Pakistan? No. From anywhere in the 
world? No. Frankly speaking, even if the Security Council were to 
request Almighty God to administer the State during this incerira 
period, I do nor feel that He could act impartially. After all, one must 
have sympathy cither for this side or thar side. ; 


If elections were to be held in the United Kingdom sometime 
with the: Labour: Government in power, -would anyone say to 
Mr. Attlee: “The elections are now going on. Because you happen 
to belong to the Labour Party, your sympathies will be in favour of the 
labour vote. Therefore, you had better clear out. We must have a 
neutral man as Prime Minister until our elections are finished.” 


However, we have been told that Sheikh Abdullah must walk out 
because he has. dêclared his point of view in favour of India. Therefore, 
he cannot be . impartial. We must have some impartial min; we must 
have some neutral man. 


As ] have submitted to the members of the Security Council, 
Sheikh Abdulluh happens to be there because the people wish it. As 
long ds the people wish it, I shall be there. There is no power on earth 
which can displace me from the position which I have there. As long 
as the people are behind me, I will remain there. Once the people 
cease to have any faith in me, I cannot hold that position. ) 


IMPARTIAL VOTE 


„`... We have declared, once and for all, that there shall be freedom 
of voting, and for that purpose we have said: “Let anyone come in; we ` 
have no objection: Let the Commission of the Security Council on India i 
come in to our State and advise us how we should take a vote, how we , 
should organize it, and how it can be completely impartial. We have no - 
objection.” My Government is ready to satisfy, to the last comma, the im- 
partiality of the vote. i 


But to have an impartial vote is one thing; to have a say in the 
administration of the State is a different thing entigely. After all, with `. 
what are we concerned? We are concerned only with. the fact that ng - 
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influence shall be exercised over the voters, one way or the other. The 
people shall be free to vote according to their own interests. We are ready 


to accept that, 


BACK-DOOR TACTICS 


It is then said: “You cannot have freedom of voting as long as 
the Indian Army remains in the Jammu and Kashmir State.” Ir is 
probably very difficult for me to draw a full picture of what is going on- 
in that country. There is absolute chaos in certain parts of the country; 
fighting is going on, and thousands of tribesmen are there, ready to take 
advantage of any weakness on the part of the State of Jammu and Kashmiz. 


Once we ask the Indian army, which is the only protective force 
in Kashmir against these marauders, to clear out, we leave the country 
open to chaos. After all, one who has suffered for the last seventeen 
years, in attempting to secure the freedom and liberation of his own 
country, would not like an outside army to come in and to remain in the 
country. 


However, what is the present situation? If I ask the Indian army 
to clear out, how am I going to protect the people from looting, arson, 
murder, and abduction, with which they have been faced all these long 
months? Whar is the alternative? The Prime Minister of India long 
ago declared that the Government of India had no intention of keeping 
its army permanently stationed in Kashmir. He- stated: "We: are. there 
only as long aš the country is in: turmoil. Once law and- order is estab- 
lished, once the marauders and the tribesmen leave the-country, we will 
withdraw our army.” That pledge is already thete. 


There need be no fear, since the Indian Army is there, and they 
will interfere in the cxercise of a free vote. After all, a Commission 
of the Security Council will be there in order to watch. It will be: stationed 
at certain stratepic points, so that in the event of danger from any border, the 
army will be there to protect that border. The army is. there to curb 
disorders anywhere in the State; that is.all. The army will not be in 
each and every village in order to watch each and every vote. 


_ It is then said: “Can we not have a joint control? Can we not 
have the armies of Pakistan and India inside the State in order to con- 
trol the situation?” This is an unusual idea. What Pakistan could not 
achieve through ordinary means, Pakistan wishes to achieve by entering 
through the back door, so that it may have her armies inside the Stace 
and then start the fight. That is not possible. 


After all, we have been discussing the situation in Kashmir. l 
should say that we have been playing the drama of Hamlet without the 
Prince of Denmark. The people of Kashmir are vitally interested in 
this question. Four million people in Kashmir are keenly interested in 
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DA entire issue. I have sympathies with the peoples of Poonch and 
AIP pur N 


bave Û pie nen n alia ws 2222007 ewaaeğa ` ciz: JI 
st) Arez he people of Poonch as well as for the people 
of Mirpur. There is no difference on this issue of internal democratiza- 
tion of the administration between me, my party and the people of 
Poonch. We are one; we want our own liberty; we want our own 
freedom; we do not want autocratic rule. We desire that the 4,000,000 
people in Jammu and Kashmir. Hindus, Sikhs and Muslims shall have 
the right to change their destiny, to control their country, and to admi- 
nister il as best they can. On that point there is absolutely no difference. 
However, it is not a question of internal liberation. The Security Coun- 
cil should not confuse the issue. The question is not that we want 
internal freedom; the question is not how.the Maharajah. got his State, 
or whether or not he is sovereign. These points. are not before the. Se- 
curity Council. Whether Kashmir has lawfully acceded to Indio>—the 
complaints on that score have been brought before the Security Council 
on behalf of Pakistan—is not the point of issue. If that. were the point 
at issue, then we should discuss that subject. 


ENOUGH OF PAKISTAN! 


We would prove before the Security Council that Kashmir and 
the people of Kashmir have lawfully and constitutionally acceded: to the 
Dominion of India, and Pakistan has no right to question that accession. 
However, that is not the discussion before the Security Council. 


Indian and Kashmiri forces are ready to deal with the tribesmen, 
to come to an understanding with the people of Kashmir, and to estab- 
lish a democratic form of government inside the State. We shall do all 
that, We do not want Pakistan to lend us support to suppress an inter- 
nal revolt or to drive out the tribesmen. We do not seek any support 
from Pakistan in that connection. 


Since Pakistan is a neighbouring countty, we desire to remain on 
the friendliest possible terms with this sister dominion. But, we do ask 
that Pakistan shall have no hand, directly or indirectly, in this turmoil, 
in Kashmir. The Government of Pakistan has said, “We have had. no 
hand in this: turmoil.” The only course left to the Security Council is 
to send out the Commission and to see whether or not Pakistan has had: 
any hand in the turmoil. If Pakistan has had any hand in this turmoil, 
then the Government of Pakistan should be asked to desist from such 
activity. If Pakistan has had no hand in this turmoil, then that can be 
proved. This issue has been clouded by very many other issues £ 
interests. I suggested at informal talks that, accor ioa to pn vade 
standing, there are two points at Issue: first, how to En tl lê helê 
impartial administration; second, whether or not the Indian ar ys 


remain. 
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Tt is not at all disputed that we must have a plebiscite and that 


the accession must be ratified by the people of Kashmir, freely and with- 
out any pressure on this or that side. That much is conceded; there is 
no dispute about that. The dispute arises when it is suggested thar, in 
order to have the free vote, the administration must be changed. To 
that suggestion we say, “NO.” 


“UNITED PEOPLE 


Û 1 do-not -know what course future: events will take. However, 

I may assure the Security Council that, if I am asked to conduct the ad- 
ministration of this State, it will be my duty to make the administration 
absclutely impartial. It will be my duty to request my brothers, who 
are in a different camp at this time, to come to lend me support. After 
all, they are my own. kith and kin. We have suffered together; we have 
no quarrel with them., I shall tell them; “Come on; it is my country; 
it is your country, I have been asked to administer the State. Are 
-you prepared to lend me support?” It is for me to make the adminis 
tration successful; it is for me to make the administration impartial. 
Tt is not for Pakistan to say: “No, we must have. an impartial adminis- 
tration.” I refuse to accept Pakistan as a party in the affairs of the 
Jammu and Kashmir State; I refuse this point blank. Pakistan has no 
right. to say that we must do this and we must do that. We have seen 
enough of Pakistan. The people of Kashmir have seen enough. Mu- 
zaffarabad and Baramulla and hundreds of villages in Jammu and 
Kashmir depict the story of Pakistan to the people of Jammu and 
Kashmir, We want to have no more of this. 





In concluding, I again request that, in order to settle this issue 
of Kashmir, the Security: Council should not confuse the point in dis- 
pute. The Security Council should not allow various other extraneous 
matters to be introduced: Very many extraneous matters have been 
introduced. The representative of Pakistan gave us the history of the 
Jammu and Kashmir State. He read to us some letters from Viceroys 
of India, asking the Maharajah of Jammu and Kashmir to behave, giving 
the Maharajah good advice. However, we cannot forget that 
these States are the creation of British imperialism in India. Who has 
supported these States and this mistule for these 150 years? It is not 
going to convince me: or the world for the representative of Pakistan 
to say: “These events have happened and these letters were written.” 
We know how the Princes have acted, how the States were brought intc 
pena „and how the Princes were supported. This was all a game? 

(ً o discuss whether or not the Maharajah lawfully 
became e ae of the State, whether or not there is roll eee û 
tion in this State, whether or not the Maharajah is sovereign and whether 


or not Kashmir has legally acceded t di i 
Pe e Conte 1 to India, Those issues are not bê: 
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The only issue before the Security Council: is that Pakistan must 


observe its. international obligations and must not support any outside 
raiders, Û ' = Cî 


OUR ONLY DEMAND 


Pakistan should not encourage inside revolt. Pakistan has denied 
that it has. In order to verify the statements made by the representa- 
tives of India and’ Pakistan, the Security Council must send a commission 
to the spot to see whether the complaint brought before the Security 
Council is valid or invalid. If the Security Council finds that the com- 
plaint brought before it by India is valid, then Pakistan should be asked 
to desist, or India should be permitted to use its means to carry out the 
decision of the Security Council. 


Mr. NOEL BAKER (United Kingdom): I should like to ask the 
representative of India who has just spoken a question. 

What are his proposals for stopping the fighting in Kashmir 
now, end did I rightly und-rstand him to say that he was quite 1eady to 
svppress the revolt in Kashmir and to drive out the tribesmen without 
anybody's help? 

The PRESIDENT: Before the representative of India speaks, 


I should like ‘to inform him that he is under no compulsion to reply to 
any questions. 


Sheikh Mohammad ABDULLAH (India): I should like to answer 
the question. U 


As far as I can speak on behalf of India, India does not want 
the help of the armies of Pakistan. What it wants from Pakistan is 
that Pakistan should’ not supply bases to the raiders on Pakistan territory 
across the border from Jammu and Kashmir State. All along the border 
on Pakistan territory, there are huge concentrations of these tribesmen 
who are Pakistan nationals. We request Pakistan not to allow its terri- 
tory to be used by these raiders. g 


Pakistan should not provide ammunition, arms, direction and 
control to these tribesmen. It should stop the passage of these tribes- 
men through its territory. Pakistan should not supply arms and ammu- 
nition to the people who are fighting within the State because all these 
matters fall under an internitional obligation. Therefore, Pakistan show i 
desist from that practice. That is all. 


We do not want any armed help from Pakistan. If Pakistan 
does what we have requested, the Indian Army, I am quite sure, will be 
capable of driving out the raiders and tribesmen. If Pakistan does not 
meddle in the affairs of our State, we will be capable of solving all our 
own internal disputes with the Maharajah of Kashmir. However, as 
Jong as this unofficial war continues, it is very difficulr for us to do 
anything. Qur hands are tied. 







only help we want, and no other help. 
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What is happening? The ‘raiders are concentrated just across 
the border. They enter our State in large numbers—four or five thou- 
sand strong. They raid four or five villages, burn them, abduct women and 
loot property. When our Army tries to capture them, they go back 
across the border. Our Army cannot go across the border, and cannot 
fire a single shot across the border, because if it does, there is the imme- 
diate danger of a greater conflagration. So our hands are tied. 

We did not want to create this difficult situation without inform- 
ing the Security Council, and we felt honour-bound to inform it of the 
actual position, The Indian Army could easily have followed the raiders 
across the border and could have attacked the bases, which were all in 
Pakistan territory, but it desisted. We thought it would be better to 
inform the Security Council of the situation. 

However, I did not have the slightest idea that, when the case 
came before the Security Council, the representative of Pakistan would 
so boldly deny that Pakistan supplied all this help. Everybody knows 
that Pakistan is aiding these raiders and tribesmen and the people who 
are fighting within the State. However, Pakistan chose boldly to deny 
all these charges. 


What is left for me to do? After all, I do not have anv magic 
lamp so that I might bring the entire picture of Jammu and Kashmir 
State, along with the borders of Pakistan, before the eyes of the mem- 
bers of the Security Council so that.they might see who is fighting and 
who is not fighting. Therefore, somebody must go to the spot. Then 
at that time ic would be for us to prove that the charges we have. brought 
pefore the Security Council are correct to the last word, That is the 


> 
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APPENDIX 





Mr. Jinnah And States’ People. 


$ 


ele “NO WISH TO INTERFERE” 





In a statement reported by the Associated: Press of India and 
published in ‘Dawn’ dated June 18, 1947, Mr. M. A. Jinnah, President of 
the All-India Muslim League said: “Lhere is a great deal of controversy 
going on with regard to Indian States and I am, therefore, obliged to state 
the position of the All-India Muslim League so that there be no mis- 
understanding as to what the Muslim League stands for and what our policy 
is with-regard to Indian States.” 

He added: “Constitutionally and legally Indian States will he 
independent Sovereign states on the termination of Paramountcy and they 
willsbe free to decide for themselves to adopt any course they like; it is 
open to them to join the Hindustan Constituent Assembly or Pakistan Con- 
stutuent Assembly or decide to remain independent. In the Jast.case they 
can enter such arrangements or- relationships with Hindustan or Pakisu.n 
as they may choose.” | 

Mr. Jinnah continued: “The policy of the All-India Muslim 
League has been clear from the very beginning; we do not wish to interfere 
with the internal affairs of any state for that is a matter primarily to be 
resolved between the Rulers and people of the states. duch states as 
wish ıo enter the Pakistan Gonstituent Assembly of their free will and desire 
yo discuss or negotiate with us, will find-us ready and willing to do so. 
If they wish to remain independent. and wish ‘to negotiate: or adjust in 
political or in other relationship- such as commercial or economic relation 
with Pakiscan, we shall be glad to discuss with them and come: to a settle- 
ment which wil! be in the interest of both. 

“I am clearly of the opinion that the Cabinet Mission's Memoran- 
dum of May 12, defining the policy of H.M.G. towards Indian States does 


_ not in any way limit them as it is often wrongly repeated that they have 


no option to join one or the other Constituent Assembly. In my opinion, 
they are free to remain independent if they so desire. Neither the British 
Government nor British Parliament nor any other power or body oan com- 
pel them to do anything contrary to their free will and accord; nor have 
they any power or sanction of any kind to do so. 
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“The British Government have made it clear that the Paramounitcy 
will not be transferred to any government or governments or authority that 
may be set up in British India and that itself shows Paramountcy cannot be 
transferred, but is going to terminate. On its termination full sovereign 
status of Indian States emerges.” 


“FREE TO JOIN EITHER DOMINION” 


In a statement reported by the Associated Press of India and pub- 
lished in ‘Dawn’ dated July 31, 1947, Mr. M. A. Jinnah, President of the 
All-India Muslim League, reiterated that the Muslim League had no 
intention of coercing any Indian State into adopting any particular 
course of action. 

He said: “I have been asked from certain quarters to indicate 
What the attitude of the new Pakistan Government is likely to be in respect 
of Indian States after the lapse of Paramountcy. I thought that I had al- 
ready mude the position perfectly clear. ` The legal position, with the lapse 
of Paramountcy on the transfer of Power by the British in all Indian States 
would be that they would automatically regain their full Sovereign and 
Independent status. They are, therefore, free to join either of the two 


Dominions or remain independent.” 


He added: “The Muslim League recognises the right of ‘each 
State to choose its destiny. It has no intention of coercing any. state into 
adopting’ any particular course of action. If a state desires. to join the 
Pakistan Dominion or enter into any understanding or treaty, the Negotiat- 
ing Committee of, the Pakistan Constituent Assembly, when set up, Or re- 
presentatives of the Government of Pakistan, as the case may be, will be 
Glad to negotiate terms on which such associa 
While, it is desirable to conclude such negotiati 
limit can obviously be placed on their completio 
amount to interference with the State's freedo 

“Meanwhile, there is alread 
to fill up any void that May arise in the administrative field. This Standstill 


immediate problems that 
the lapse of Paramauntcy,” he concluded, k eee fen 


ons quickly, no definite time 
n as this will, in my opinion, 
m of choice. 


tions can be brought about. 


y a provision for a Standstill Agreement’ ` 


———— 











POPULATION AND AREA JAMMU AND KASHMIR STATE. 
—— aREa an 
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DISTRICT or STATE 





PERSONS 
Area In 
Square Miles Towns Villages Total Urban Rural 





Jammu and Kashmir State— Û 
84471 39 8740 4021616 414435 3607181 
Jamıriu Province— 
12378 2k 4533 «1981433 123536 1857897 
(a) Total Districts— 
10656 20 4004 1547809 114928 143288r 
Jammu II47 5 1165 431362 67682 363680 
Kathua 1023 3 563 177672 10935 166737 
Udhampur 5070 4 926 294217 13332 280885 
Reasi 1789 3 648 257903 6276 251627 
Mirpur 1627 5 702 386655 16703 369952 
(b) Total Jagirs-— 
1722 I 529 433624 8608 425016 
Chenani Jagir 95 46 11796 11796 
Poonch Jagir 1627 I 483 ` 421828 8608 413220 
Kashmir Province— 
8539 15 3518 1728705 2803109 1448386 
Baramulla 3317 4 1370 612428 31563 580865 
Anantnag 2814 9 1380 851606 242904 608702 
Muzaffarabad 2408 2 768 264671 5852 258819 
Frontier Districts— c 
63554 3 689 311478 T0580 3008983 
Ladakh 457,02) aA o „a. 195431 5909 ~~ 189522 
Astore 1632 we 39 17026 bs 17026 
Gilgit Area 16160 I 182 99021 4671 94350 





